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Taft’s Week: Senator Taft never had so healthy an influence on the American political scene as he did 
last week when he spoke from a sickbed in Cincinnati. This is the verdict after a week of noisy reper- 
cussions and forensic strife about “isolationism”, “going it alone’, “appeasement”, etc. Again, as many 
times in the past, Taft gave voice to American common sense in branding the UN as worse than use 
less in the Far Eastern imbroglio (indeed everywhere, many Taft admirers would say). 


“We love him for the enemies he has made” — is a remark that came up again and again, as all 
the “liberal” pundits went at the Ohio Senator viciously on the morrow of his speech. Those who daily 
strive to split the GOP administration even managed to make Ike believe temporarily that Taft had said 
things he never said — which inspired some unfortunate statements by Ike. Fortunately, due to the Wash- 
ington Times-Herald and daily columnist David Lawrence, this fog was quickly dispelled and party har 


mony was salvaged. 


Other enemies than the crypto-Democrats in the press showed their hand. The Daily Worker last 
week tried to picture the foray as “cops-and-robbers”, with Ike cast in the former role, Taft in the latter. 


This Communist interpretation bore a suspicious similarity to that of the “liberals” — a significant par- 
allel which has not gone unnoticed here. 


Other Senators spoke words of wisdom. Senator Jenner (Iudfana) ciit.to the root of the matter: 
“Recognition of Red China is the only real barrier to a peace agre in Korea. . . . The Communists 
haggle over 48,000 prisoners of war, so we will forget the 400 millioy Ahinese; prisoners of war we are 
to abandon for all time. The pro-Communists have followed. this (58 objective of getting Red ‘China 
recognized and installed in the UN ever since the fall of China.”.. Senator Knowland (California) offered 
a resolution calling for the withdrawal of the United States from the-UN and all its organs if Communist 


China is admitted to UN membership, or its representatives, the Red regime, are recognized as accredited 
agents of the Chinese Republic in the UN. 


To many here, Taft, Jenner and Knowland touch the vital spot. It is less a question of a truce in 
Korea than it is of the independent sovereignty of the U.S. It becomes clearer that the “liberals” are 
more interested in getting a UN truce than a real truce without the UN. What they obviously want is 
the U.S. handcuffed, by an act of truce agreement,.to an. internationalist .body .in--which..Soviet.. Russia, 


Communist China and other nations can work their will on America. 


State Department Story: The name of a new candidate to be successor to Secretary John Foster Dulles 
has just been put into circulation. The name is that of Undersecretary Walter Bedell (“Beedle”) Smith. 
Who has launched this tentative? Truman-Acheson holdovers in the top ranks of the State Department 
who apparently regard Smith as one of their own and as their protector against Capitol Hill leaders who 
want to oust them. It is rumored that there took place some extended discussion of this candidacy re- 
cently at a Washington social gathering at which “Beedle” Smith was present. Much was said about 
Dulles’ vicissitudes, and belief was expressed that Dulles might not last long. When some present suggested 


that “Beedle” Smith might be a logical candidate for the job, the Undersecretary reportedly indicated that 
he might be available. 


These reported remarks, relayed among informed diplomatic circles in the past ten days, have caused 


much discussion in Washington. While Ike and “Beedle” are old comrades, would the President do this 
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in face of growing discontent on Capitol Hill against Smith, who is regarded as a “Truman holdover”? 
A number of GOP Senators have recently remarked in private that they would have opposed the nomi- 
nation of “Beedle” Smith to the post of Undersecretary three months ago, had it not been the very opening 
of the new Administration and had not harmony called for it. As the months have gone by, their discontent 
has risen and a number of legislators now wish they had blocked the appointment. 


This sentiment has risen particularly because it is felt that Smith has failed to cooperate whole. 
heartedly with Mr. Scott McLeod, the new and vigorous Director of Security in the State Department, 
(McLeod had been aide to the powerful Senator Styles Bridges, President pro-tem of the Senate.) Some 
circles on Capitol Hill have noted that a smear campaign in the “liberal” press has started against Mc- 
Leod (who is trying to clean out many holdovers in State Department) and they wonder if the cam- 
paign isn’t encouraged by “Beedle” Smith’s entourage. 


Tn any case, many Senators, while critical of Secretary Dulles, believe him a much better and sounder 
man than “Beedle” Smith. They note with approval Secretary Dulles’ very sensible review of the Near 
Eastern situation this week on his return to Washington. They place the blame for the continuance in 
the State Department of various Truman-Acheson holdovers on the Undersecretary rather than on Dulles, 


‘And if a clique of these friends of Smith are going to push for his elevation to Dulles’ post, they will have 
to reckon with forces on Capitol Hill. 


Bricker Amendment: The fight for, Senator Bricker’s measure to protect the sovereignty of the U.S. 
goes on. In the forefront, Mr. Frank Holman, past President of the American Bar Association, has been 
doing an educational job on Capitol Hill which has inspired much admiration. Holman, with his profound 
kriowledge of constitutional and international law, is able to reveal vividly to the public gaze many dan- 
gers to Americans from international treaties. : 


The Chicago Tribune reports one of the illustrations used by Holman. “Mr. Smith and Mr. Jones 
get on a plane at Seattle. Mr. Smith’s ticket is to Bellingham, Washington. Mr. Jones’ ticket is to Van- 
couver, British Columbia, in Canada. The plane crashes in Mt. Vernon, Washington, and both men are 
killed. Mr. Smith’s widow can bring a damage suit and get a jury trial. Mr. Jones’ widow cannot. The 
Warsaw convention denies her a jury trial and the most she can collect is 125,000 French francs, currently 
about $8,300, although Mrs. Smith might be awarded $100,000 by a jury.” Mr. Jones’ widow was un- 


lucky because he bought an international ticket, subject to the Warsaw convention, a treaty relating to 
international transportation. 


Mr. Holman says that the UN crowd have readied about 300 treaties which they hope to force upon 
the American people, including the famous so-called human rights treaty, the genocide or racial extermi- 
nation treaty, etc. Such proposals have aroused so much opposition in America that Secretary of State 
Dulles has pledged the Eisenhower Administration not to push for their ratification. Meanwhile, the In- 
ternational Labor Office in Geneva, Switzerland, has several score more which concern the “rights of labor” 
and social security and which would impinge on many of our local statutes. Mr. W. L. McGrath, an 
American businessman who has served as a business representative on the ILO, says that the Geneva or- 
-ganization has concealed in these proposed treaties many provisions which would promote socialism. 


Holman claims that under the so-called human rights covenant, the U.S. might have to face the 
possibility that the notorious Harry Bridges, coast labor leader, could become President of the United 
States. The rights covenant says “Everyone has the right to equal access to public service in his coun- 
try.” Under the Constitution, Bridges, an Australian naturalized citizen of the U.S., could not be named 
President, nor Vice President. And as for our present immigration laws, they would become interna- 
tionally illegal under the UN rights declaration through the provision: “Everyone has the right to seek 
and enjoy in other countries asylum from persecution.” 




















“Liberals” and Communists: The Communist Party of the U.S. has taken a long step towards lining 
up with the “liberals” in this country (and vice versa, one may remark). Sharp observers have long stressed 
this identity and warned that the two elements were not so far apart as they seemed or professed to be. But, 
on May 31, the Daily Worker ran an article which some experts here regard as very friendly support of 
the Americans for Democratic Action for the first time. The Communist daily paper intimated that the 
ADA has turned away from anti-Communism and is now hitting the trail in the “right direction”, which 
is of course the farthest “left direction”. Also, the prominent coverage given to Senator Lehman’s speech to 
the ADA, attacking McCarthyism, is considered very significant. 


The ADA (of which Lehman is a leader) has been often classified by most political scientists: as 8o- 
cialist, but not pro-Communist. It has been quite a power in the Democratic Party through the intelli- 
gentsia and infiltration of the Democratic Administrations. However, despite its professed anti-Commun- 
ism, the ADA for some years has come to support positions identical with the Communists — such as its 
move to repeal the Smith anti-subversive Act (on which the Communist party leaders were convicted and 
sent, to jail). Also, the ADA has waged the same vicious campaign against Senator McCarthy. as the Com- 
munist Party. 


Senator Lehman, however innocently, now seems particularly close to the Communist line in his ex- 
travagant attacks on what he calls “McCarthyism”. In fact, some remark that it is not “McCarthyism” 
which is the real danger today — it is “Lehmanism”. 


Air Force: From London sources we learn confirmation of reports (first broken in this column) that 
the British military are all for the American Air Force. plans for world defense by strategic air power. 
The British military (including Churchill) are “browned off” with NATO and deem the ground defense 
of Europe wasteful and futile. An across-the-water informant tells us that the British military want to 
concentrate on air power and have urged the U.S. to do likewise. And they have no faith in strategic 
bombing from carriers (as Admiral Radford advocates). The Navy, the British say, should be limited to 
keeping the sea lanes open. 


Our British source relates a story told by one of the British military men who tried to sell the air 
strategy to the retiring U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff (headed by Omar Bradley, whom Radford has just re- 
placed). Members of the Bradley team strenuously turned down the British suggestions, one of our 
generals remarking, “Why, if we took your point of view, that would constitute a big victory for the air- 
minded advisers of Herbert Hoover and Senator Taft.” 


Labor Danger: A highly perilous situation in the labor field has just been explored by the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee. Members declare that this situation is a threat to the national security of 
the country, after studying the labor organization of the communications industry. The American Com- 
munications Association, which is the bargaining agent for the Western Union Telegraph Company em- 


ployers as well as for RCA on the two coasts, was expelled from the CIO several years ago, as a Commu- 
nist-infiltrated union. 


The subcommittee learned that telegraph wires to all the big cities of the U.S. run through the 
Western Union building in New York City and that members of this left-wing union handle messages of 
all kinds, many of them governmental in nature, some in military or naval codes, according to evidence 
presented at the committee hearings. Now this particular union is trying to get control of the employees 
of the American Cable and Radio Company. The Senate committee gave a long list of prominent 
military centers and forts in this country where circuits are accessible to members of this union. 
Senators are gravely pondering the situation, seeking emergency legislation which could put an end to 
it, and have conferred with the National Labor Relations Board about such proposed measures. 





- The People’s Pottage, by Garet Garrett. Caldwell, Idaho: The Caxton Printers, Ltd. $3.00. Re. 
viewed by Frank Chodorov. 


The story of the decline of a nation is interesting only in retrospect. To those who have seen it 
happen, and have been helpless participants in the process of decline, the record of how it occurred makes 
sorry reading. All the more so when the record is supported with irrefutable evidence and cogent logic, 
That is to say, Garet Garrett’s The People’s Pottage will prove of inestimable value to the historian of 
the next century, as source material; but to us, or those who remember, it is like a clinical account of the 
illness and death of a dear friend. It could well have been entitled How the American Republic Passed 
Away. 


In 1938, Garrett wrote a monograph which he called The Revolution Was. In those days there were 
prophets who predicted that the New Deal, then in its heyday, was the entering wedge of a new philosophy 
that would ultimately destroy the American tradition and usher in an era of absolutism. Some said that 
Mr. Roosevelt was the Kerensky for the coming American Stalin. Garrett’s thesis was that the revolu- 
tion had already taken place, and adduced detailed proof to support his point. He showed that the in. 
cidence of power had shifted from the people to the State, all in approved legal fashion; a shifting of 
the incidence of power, whether done legally or by force, is the essence of a revolution. We who lived 
through it did not recognize the advent of the revolution simply because the language of the Republic 
was retained, and its forms were assiduously adhered to, even while it was being undermined. In 
seriatim form, Garrett lists and explains the deadening drugs that were administered to the heart of the 
Republic without apparently affecting its body. (Incidentally, this monograph, even though it ultimate- 
ly enjoyed a large sale, had difficulty in finding a publisher.) 


In 1951, Garrett put out another pamphlet, called Ex America. This is a supplementary account 
of the post-revolutionary deterioration: It deals mainly with the inflationary measures by which the re- 
gime maintained itself, and the effect of these measures on the mental attitude of the people. The illusion 
of prosperity that was produced by the manufacture of money and the profusion of subsidies seduced 
the people into acceptance of the new order and obliterated from their memory the tradition of freedom. 


Finally, last year came Garrett’s Rise of Empire. Its theme is set in the opening sentence — “We 
have crossed the boundary that lies between Republic and Empire.” The restraints on political power 
which distinguish a republic from an empire, he points out with clarity, have all but vanished; the Con- 
stitution has been repeatedly circumvented by both interpretation and outright disregard, and the fa- 
mous “checks and balances” have been lost in the maze of Bureaucratic Government. Congress is helpless 
in the new setup, the Supreme Court is made obsequious to the Executive by the process of replacing 
retiring “reactionaries” with complacent jurists, and as a result of our foreign adventures the military 
is in the ascendancy. Like Rome, which retained the fiction of a Republic under the Caesars, the 
United States is an empire in all but name. 


The three pamphlets have now been put together in covers by that valiant publisher out in Caldwell, 
Idaho, James H. Gipson. The People’s Pottage will probably not achieve a place on any “best seller” 
list because it is too prodigal with unpleasant truth. But, the fact that there is one publisher in America 
who is willing to risk his money on an essentially patriotic book indicates that, despite Garrett’s pessi- 
mism, there are men who won’t give up. Freedom is a perennial. 


“The people know”, says Garrett in closing, “they can have their Republic back if they want it enough 
to fight for it and to pay the price. The only point is that no leader has yet appeared with the courage 
to make them choose.” If enough good Americans read this book and take it to heart, the leader will 
not long be wanting. 
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WHY HAVE A CHURCH? 
By FRANK ‘CHODOROV 

JUN 

RS 
 permanee being men of good will, onli too hard on a layman for ven- 

Ss q 


turing into their domain. I rely on suc gence. If, however, my temerity 
arouses resentment, my defense will be a countercharge; namely, that many eminent the- 
ologians pontificate in fields in which they are at least as incompetent as I am in theology, 
and my right to be wrong equals theirs. In fact, it is the volume of politico-economic 
bilge being turned out by these preachers that prompts me to ask: why have a church? 

The query, and the reason for it, should be prefaced with my concept of the function 
of the church; it is crude, I am sure, and superficial, but it is one that I share with many 
laymen. Most people, I believe, would say that the business of the church is religion, and 
that the concern of religion is with the human soul. Just what the soul is I leave it to the 
experts to say; but what I have read on the subject holds that the soul is the essence of the 
individual. It is a personal and non-transferable possession. There is no such thing as a 
collective soul. The Bible says that God made man in the likeness of Himself; it does not 
say that He made a society or a nation in His image. 

It is a religious tenet that the soul, though always below par, is susceptible to regener- 
ation. The Christian doctrine has it that in the beginning the human soul was perfect; that 
in the exercise of his free will, which is his particular endowment, man made a bad choice 
and as a consequence his soul fell from its exalted pinnacle. It is man’s continuing obliga- 
tion to try to get back to his original state, or as near to it as he can in this life. 

The job of soul-saving, of trying to achieve the ideal, which is God, is a personal one. 
Nobody can do it for the other fellow. The experts, the churchmen, having trained them- 
selves for that purpose, can offer guidance and advice, but in the final analysis the impulse 
for regeneration must come from the person himself. If the soul could be raised by some 
external device — then the premise of free will is negated. If free will is ruled out, what 
happens to the soul? And, inferentially, what happens to religion, or the church? 

The purpose of the church, then, as I conceive it (probably an over-simplication), is 
to help the individual lift himself up spiritually; to teach him self-examination through 
meditation, to hold before him the highest ideals in thought and behavior, to inculcate in 


him a reverence for God. But, all this is an inner experience of the individual alone. 
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bo ati THIS SIMPLE CONCEPT of the function of a church gets a severe jolt when it runs 

into the politico-economic literature put out by religious bodies these days; there is 
plenty of it, as anyone whose name gets on a mailing list knows. When you shake down 
the wordage of these books and pamphlets you come to a residue that sounds like this; 
The individual has a soul, to be sure, and we can leave it to God in His inscrutable way 
to take care of that detail; more important is the fact that the individual is a complex of 
habits acquired from his surroundings, and the best way to get at his bad habits is to 
rectify his environment. The most important factor in his environment is his material cir. 
cumstances. It therefore behooves the church to apply itself to man’s economic condition; 
make that better and the product will be automatically improved. 


But, what can the church do to better the material circumstances of its parishioners, so 
that they may thus become better Christians? For answer, these “modern” religionists — 
whether consciously or not — must go to socialism. This is quite logical, for it is from 
that ideology that they get the doctrine of economic determinism above referred to. The 
socialistic formula is quite simple: take from those who have and give to those who lack. 
Since only the State, with its monopoly of police power, can do the taking and the giving, 
the church must ally itself with the State; it must become political. 


To illustrate the point, let us take a statement from one of the books that has enjoyed 
wide reading among clericals. I select it because it is succinct, quite to the point, and 
unencumbered with the circumlocution characteristic of “‘advanced”’ Christian literature. 
“Until Christians” — this is from Towards the Christian Revolution, edited by Scott and 
Viastos — ‘‘learn to understand and apply the lessons of Marxism, they cannot enter the 
Kingdom of Heaven.” 


This identification of the teaching of Christ with the teachings of Marx (sometimes 
embellished in this literature with praise for the Soviet Union) is done with much ex- 
planatory dialectics. To the knowledgeable Marxist, the explanation must be most un- 
intelligible. For, to him the idea of a soul is nonsense; there ain’t no such animal; it is 
one of the fictions invented by capitalists to befuddle the proletarian. And as for the King: 
dom of Heaven, he equates it with bread and butter, here and now. The way to get men 
into that realm is to give each a pound of butter and a loaf of bread, daily — the giver 


being the State. But, if the State can do that, a simple mind reasons, what purpose does 
the church serve? 


Then, again, Marxism makes no bones about using force to achieve its particular 
kingdom. The Christian doctrine of love has no place in that doxology; the individual 


must be compelled to make adjustment to the perfect environment prepared for him. And 















dual 








so, the Marxist-Christian says (this from The Economic Order and Religion, by Knight 


ee 


and Merriam): ‘‘. .. the Christian has failed to get a philosophy of force. . .. He has been 
unable to see that even good ends require the use of force, and that the ethical problem, 
when ethics ventures into the market place and the state house, is precisely the problem of 
the use of power over the people.” But, the State has a monopoly of force and knows how 
to use it; what place has the church in this picture? Unless, forsooth, the end-purpose of 


these Marxists-Christians is to have the church take over the aforesaid monopoly. 


U SHOULD be pointed out that most of the ‘“‘modern”’ Christian literature is not so forth- 

right in its advocacy of Marxism. I selected these quotations because they have the 
virtue of being unequivocal. On the whole, the advocates of environmentalist Christian- 
ity, following the practice of neo-Marxists, eschew the old-fashioned labels; they espouse 
collectivistic measures without identifying the background philosophy. They simply prop- 
agandize for bigger and better social security, non-discrimination laws, government inter- 
vention in industry, socialized medicine, federal aid to education, housing subsidies, prohi- 
bition, unemployment handouts — in short, for what is called ‘‘social legislation”. Many 
groups, not content with slow-acting propaganda, maintain political lobbies in Washing- 
ton for the purpose of pressuring Congress into passing the laws that will presumably make 
better Christians of us. (See Church Lobbying, by Luke Ebersole. ) 


Now, churchmen have as much right as do other citizens to advocate political inter- 
vention. They too have free will, as the Christian doctrine holds, and if they choose to 
espouse Socialism or Communism they are simply exercising their God-given prerogative. 
No one can object to that. It is their consistency that is in question. If the human being 
can be made ‘“‘good”’ by law, what need is there for religion or the offices of the church? 


According to the doctrine of environmentalism, human behavior results from psy- 
chological reactions to external influences and has nothing to do with personality. In so 
far as these external influences are materialistic, and in the main that is what they are, 
the way to get “good” behavior is to control, manufacture or manipulate these influences. 
That is a matter of scientific planning and force. Ina nutshell, the way to make men 
“good” is to squeeze them into a “good” mold — the mold having been politically pre- 
pared and the squeezing done by the police — and let them harden. But, if that is true, 
if Christians can be manufactured that way, why bother about teaching ethics or sermon- 
izing about the soul? Religion then becomes a department of politics. 


Suppose we accept this environmentalist doctrine and follow it to its logical conclu- 


sion. Somewhere along the line of study and experiment, the perfect environment will 


be found, and in time all men will make adjustment to it and will therefore become per- 
fect. The regeneration of the soul will presumably have been effected. After that, there 
will be only the chore of keeping that environment from getting out of kilter. The State 
will take of that. And what will the church do? Having helped the State to accom- 
plish the ideal, it will either have to go out of business or take over the functions of the 


State. 


T THIS POINT in his cogitation, the amateur theologian calls to mind the fact that 

at various times in history the church and the State were one. There was little or no 

distinction between law and religion, between priest and politician. And in those times, it 

is interesting to note, orthodoxy prevailed. Differences of opinion in matters of creed and 
ritual did not exist, or had no means of expression, and there were no sects. 

Only after the State lost its power, or when it began to be split up into small units, 
did heterodoxy show up. That is to say, the advent of political freedom brought in its 
wake a release of conscience, and religion branched out in different directions. The Prot- 
estant Reformation is a case in point; its divisiveness increased with the decentralization 
of political power. . 

From this historical fact one can conclude that when the State becomes top dog it does 
not permit heterodoxy. It cannot afford to be wrangling with a variety of beliefs, and it 
certainly cannot tolerate the existence of an organization that proclaims an authority 
higher than itself. It probably cannot suppress religion altogether, because there seems 
to be a human need for belief in an order of things not subject to human vagaries. But, 
in its effort to maintain the perfect environment, the State cannot be hampered by a multi- 
tude of sects, each claiming superiority over the others. The best it can do is to adopt one 
and cast the others out. 

Now, there are environmental determinists in nearly all the religious camps; the be- 
lievers in salvation through political power are ubiquitous. When they shall have con- 
jointly succeeded in subjugating the individual to the State, the problem of ascendancy will 
arise: which church will the State select as its own, or, putting it in reverse, which one will 
become the State? 

That, however, is for the future. The question at hand is: if environmental deter- 


minism is the answer to man’s fall, why have a church? 
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